
Miy24.2010 

Jeffs. Jordan rcWrRfkL 
Supervisoiy Atlomey, Of "*̂ rOL«H:̂ v. • 
Complaiiits ExamuMTdon & Legal Administration ^ -
Federal Elections Commission 
Washuiglon, D.C. 20463 

CD 
(D Dear Mr. Joidan: 
fM 

% Re: MUR 6288-PHIUP UBERATORE, LIBERATORE FOR CONGRESS 
^ COMMITTEE-IOIO 

2 Punuam to your letter of May 17,2010, the Libeiatore for Congress Coinmittee herein 
responds as the real paity-ui-uiterest to tfae oomplahil dated April 26,2010. Tfais response 
uicoiparalesall commenis from dw eftdties named ui tfae above oompfadm. 

In reviewing tfae complaim filed by Micfaad Caigile we are dismayed tfaat sucfa a complaint 
faas been fUed and wge Ifae Federal Election Commission to disniiss the item widiout 
fortlier acdon. Mr. Caigile allegea tfaat my dicnt ia naing faia "Ms eangiaign andpolUieal 
contrHnaionsJbr ihe purpose promoting Ms business.,," 

A Gursoiy examfawdon of Ifae letter upon wfaicfa tfae complauit is based would reveal tfaat 
tfae letter is a lawful atteiiqit to gain Ifae siqn)Qit of Brea Chamber of C^ 
for his candidacy for Gongmss, not fais busmess. In die inln)duelaiy and foufo pan^^ 

my candidate identifies fais buanesses-and then only as a means ̂  
knowledge and empalhy fbr fais fellow busmess owners and Chamber members. In tfae 
endrely ofthe letter, fae attempts lo giuntfaeir poUtical support timmgfapersnasian and 
advocacy. In no manner doea he atlenipt to directly soUcil bosfaiess for IRS PkoUem 
Solven, Inc or for Philip Libentore, CPA. 

Mr. Caigile also aUeges tfae Comnuttee is dso ni violation of a Califonda Secrett̂  
Stale and Siqierior Court dedsian fhit ban fhe Committee fiom promol̂  
busuiess. No such dedsion exists. The Sccrctaiy of State baned tiie use of ''IRS Problem 
Sdver" as a ballot dedgnation fiir my candidate and the Cdifinnia Siqwrior Court demed 
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my cliem's writ of mandate. No order barring identification of iny client's budnesses was 

issued by die Superior Court, nor woukl h ever pass Omstitutiond muster. It would seem 

that Mr. Caigile equates tiie identification of a busmess with tfae promotion of a budness* 

services. Tfais is erroneous. Tfae Federd Election Campdgn Act of 1971 as amended faas 

spedfic profaibitions agdnst tiie use of busuiess names, trademarks and logos for the 

r>. purpose of solidting fimds. No sudi solidtation occurred hi tfais letter. In addition, 

^ numerous federd candidates faave used tfadr profeadond occupations or affiliations as a 

^ way of expressing didrqudifications for office. There is no proscription in tfae Act tfaat 

^ bare tfae identification ofmy client's budnesses or fais occupation, nor to use tfaose 

^ occupations or professions to advocate for fais dection. 
O 
H In condusion we urge tfaat tfae FEC close tfae MUR witfaout fuitfaer action. 

The fofgoing ia conect and accurate to tfae beat of my knowledge, infoimation and 
understanding. 

Respectfully submitted. 

Louis G. Baglietto, Jr, 
Liberatore fiir Congiess Comiiiitlee-2010 
4331 & Elko Stteet 
Long BeacfaCA 90814 
f310)748-9023 

Cc: FnuddeD.Hmnplon via email: 

Swom to and subseribed before me tins ̂ day of May, 2010. 
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